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attack which you have made upon Dr. Durell , | 
bis Critical Remarks upon the Books of Fob, 
precations in the Book of Pſalms. You pro- 
| aaknowledeo him to be, what all the world 
beſides is diſpoſed to think him, 4 * 
neſs of Character, it e which 


and you are particularly. anxious 4 Of beal the 
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CANNOT help 1 with- vm, 
K with ſome degree of indignation and oon- 
cern, on the very unfair and 1ll-timed 


for ſome opinions which he has advanced in 


. and particularly in reſpect of the Im- 


feſs indeed a bigh degree of Friendſvi — his 


worthy, and good Man *. But it is this f 


ak the more on account of his * 


— In a. i Preface wt —. annexed to two Sermons lately 

d in windication of the Excellency of the Fewiſh Law ; to 
which reference V 
only is ſpeciſied. 
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1 
wountls which Religion hath received in the houſt 
of it's Friends, and to provide an antidote for 
the poiſon, which, you think, is beginning 


ta ſpread through it's very vitals. Zeal for 


Religion and Truth is doubtleſs a very laud- 
able Tale, when it is found to exert itſelf 


under the guidance of Diſcretion and Charity. 


But ſome. perſons there are, and thoſe too men 


of diſcernment and candor, and not worſe af- 


fected to Religion than yourſelf, who think 
that your Zeal in the preſent inſtance hath 


outſtepped the bounds, which both Diſcretion 


and Charity would have preſcribed to it; and 
that from an eager paſſion for controverſy you 
have forgotten the demands, which Humanity 


as well as Friendſhip had a right to make up- 


on you. They cannot, they ſay, ſee occaſion 
for that very great offence and alarm, which you 
profeſs to have taken at the Doctor's ſenti- 


ments, even allowing them to be erroneous; 


nor can they perceive any ſuch immediate 


danger to be apprehended, which ſhould cauſe 


you to run with ſuch haſty ſteps, as though 


the houſe were on fire, and none but you of 


ability to extinguiſh the flames. They can- 
not but obſerve, that ſnhould ſome enemy to 
the divine inſpiration of Scripture appear diſ- 


poſed to make an ill uſe of any miſconcep- 
| tions or- ee of Dr. re- 


b p. 70. 
885 Br | there 
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there were Advocates enough ready at hand, 
and- ſufficiently armed to repel the aſſault; 
that Dr. Randolph at leaſt had diſcovered no 
new means of defence, nothing but what had 
frequently been noticed before; nor had ſnewn 
any more than ordinary ſkill | and dexterity: 
in the application. Why then, Sir, ſhould 
you have been in ſuch a mighty hurry to take 
up arms againſt your Friend and ynur Brother? 
Or even if you thought it incumbent on you 
to ſtand forth the Champion of Truth in op- 
poſition, to the moſt familiar and intimate con- 
nexions, the neceſſity ſurely was not ſo urgent, 
but that you might at leaſt haue ſuſpended the 
attack, and waited for a more fit and conve - 
nient ſeaſon. It was ungenerous in you to 
take the advantage of falling upon a man in 
his abſence, when the remoteneſs of his ſitua - 
tion put it out of his power to urge what he 
might have to ſay in his own defence. But 
it was more than ungenerous, it was cruel and 
inhuman in you, to prodeed againſt him with 
ſuch aſperity and rigor at a time, when his 
ather friends were in the moſt anxious pain 
and ſolicitude for the precarious ſtate of his 
health. Lou too knew theſe circumſtances | 
but you alone ſeem to have been inſenſible 


=; 2 the occaſion. Could not your on reflexis 


ons have ſuggeſted to you the painful — of 1 
of a Man, abroad in a foreign country, and 


languiſhing under a dangerous illneſs ; of one 


———— —  —————__— ]  —_ — —  — 


molt fatal and dangerous co 
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others; and where two interpretations haue 


Tot. 3 
too, who is well known to have the tene 


of Religion near at heart 3 on hearing of a 
charge brought againſt him of contributing to 
betray a cauſe more dear to him than his life, 


and of furniſhing arms to it's enemies to un- 


dermine and ſubvert it? Could you not fore- 
ſee, that on ſuch intelligence he might either 


hhurry unſeaſonably homt, in onder to clear 


himſelf of the miſrepreſentation; or if de- 


tained by neceſſity, the uneaſineſs, aggrava- 


ted more eſpecially by conſidering the hand 
which dealt out the blow, might prove a 
means of increaſing the malignity of his diſor- 
der, and in either caſe be productive of the 
nſequences If 
ſuch be the tenderneſs you are pleaſed to ſhew. 
in regard to your Friends; what harſher treat- 
ment, let me aſk; have you in reſerve for 


thoſe, whom misfortune has. ranked in the 


her e. mann (6 v1 e gien 
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Bar hir if Ln n Profeſſor bimſelf 


ſhould be found chargeable whth the pervenſe- 


neſs, which he has be charitably attributed to 


been offered ta his choice, ſhall have purp 
adopted the wehe in preference to the 'bet= 


ter-? I will not pretend to ſay that I can 
1 N age in the loyporheks of * 

| &s to 
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8 - genious 


with a a modeſty 


 Brimble opinion at leaſt, appeared the” oft" prov 


interpretation of the cixth P/alm* in favour of 


ten 
ions and learned Friend; Which however 
he has not cradely afforted, as you, Sir, Have 
very politely expreſſed it“, but ſubmitted 
feeble to the gentleneſs! and 
of his diſpoſition, as What, in hs 


bable account of the matter. But you, Sir, in 
a tone much more bold and decifive than the 
Principal, have roundly condemned Dr. Sea 


your own; and magiſterially pronounced, quaf = 


er Cathetrd, that the Pſalm will not bear 'ths 


fenſe he has given it 2. This however is 
affertion, Which I conceive it not tobe in your 


power to make good, unleſs yeu have ſome 


better arguments to produce than any you have 
hitherto brought to view. Thus far you agree 
with Dr. Durell, that Dr. Ses ſolatioii 
would account only for the  Impreeations in 
this Pſalm, and would not remove the diffi- 
culty with 1 21 to the Imprecations in the 
other Pfalms >. 1 grant it would not; nor, 


as Dr. Durell rightly obſerves, would the com- 


mon opinion, which is your's, acebunt for ſuch 
1. are announced in the erer ae! " AY this 


42:70. 0 | Critical n P-1 5 

b Introduction to « Paraphraſe 04 N bon the 
Epiflle to the Hrbrews, p. xxxii. where he makes this His | 
contain a recital of the imprecations of flanderous men againſt 
the Pſalmiſt himſelf from ver. 5.to the zaoth. 


oF „%%% I... Remarks, p. 179. 
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you reply, Very well; let theſe then be tranſlated 
u tl ſame mood, and that which it expreſſed in 


the Future Tenſe in the Hebrew be rendered in 


lieve there uull be but little * to. enten 
of the bifterneſs' of David's Imprecations *. But 


there will be fill leſs, 1 conceive, if the Im- 


precations in this P/alm, which are the bit- 
tereſt of any, can be removed out of the way; 
and ſhewn not to be the Imprecations of Da- 
vid againſt his Enemies, but of his Enemies 


againſt him. But this Explication'apprecs, to, 


you clogged with inſuperable difficulties S 


which 1-ſhall' beg leave to examine in their 
order, becauſe to me at leaſt they ſeem not ta 
carry ſo formidable an appearance. ere nN 


K ſtrange , you ſay, that David ſhould 
1 here” (meaning àt che 6th verſe) “ ſud- 


FF, denly alter the perſon, and ſpeak in another 


„ perſon, and not his own, without giving 


* the leaſt previous intimation. But if there, 


be any thing at all ſtrange in the caſe, it is, 
rather, that where ſuch previous notice is 


actually given, a man of your parts and learn- 


ing ſhould not be able to apprehend it. For 


the ſudden change of the Numbers, (which 


you pretend to account for by a ſuppoſition 


much more dn and inadequate 5 n 


r p. 51. 12 7 i p. 89. in the Note. : 


= The fuppoſition.; is, that as David had many BOO: 


ſo there was one, whom he had more particular reaſon to tom- 
* of, p. 83. 5 ther 


the Future Tenſe. And if this be done, vou bes 


X 
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cher with a variation in the ſentiment no leſs 
remarkable than in the expreſſion, ſufficiently 

indicate the ſuppoſed; alteration in the perſon 
of the ſpeaker. . Indeed I know not how it 
could be more frrongly marked out, bes 


by the addition of the word DN, ſaying, 


which however is frequently left for the reader 


to ſupply, of which there is a ſtriking and 


ſimilar inſtance to be met with in P/alm xxii. ® 
The ſubje& matter of David's complaint from 
the very beginning of this cixth Palm is the 


falſe and invidious reviling of his adverſaries. 


| Held not thy peace, O God of my praiſe : for 
tlie mouth of the wicked and the mouth of the 
deceitful are opened againſt me. They have ſpoken 
| againſt me with à lying tongue: and they have 
compaſſed me about with words of hatred*. And 


then to ſhew their ingratitude as well as ma- 
lice, he contraſts his own meek and friendly 


demeanor towards them with their perverſe 
and malevolent treatment of him. They have 


n Which Dr. Sykes propoſes toinfert In a different character 


| before ver. 6. as a means of making all eaſy. Introd. p. xxxii. 


Ver. 7, 8. All they that ſee me laugh me to ſcorn : they ſhoot out 
the lip, they ſhake the head, ſaying, He truſted on the Lord that he 


 avould deliver him ; let him deliver him, ſeeing he WL ds in him, 


The word, ſaying, is not in the original. 
„ The Diviſion into which I have thrown the five firſt verſes 


— 


of this P/alm, now reduced to four, is recommended both by | 


the uniformity that prevails throughout the whole P/alm, where 
all the verſes conſiſt of two hemiſtics, exegetical or adverſative; 
| = alſo by the improvement it adds to the ſenſe. 


fought 
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| | II. 8 1 
fought: againſt me without & rauſe * * 
they. have appaſed me. And I have put 2 
uſed) prayer, viz. for them: and 8 
put upon me. evil for. gvad, and batred far my 
good aui. After ſuch a repreſentation, of 
the different carriage of both, of which of 
the two. do the following verſes afford us a 
ſpecimen, of the benevolent temper of David,. 
or of the rancorous. ſpite. and illwill of his 
enemies ? Or is it natural to ſuppoſe, that. he, 
who had juſt inſiſted on the merit of his own 
benignity, ſhould at the ſame inſtant alter his 
nature, and imitate the obloquy and vindictive 
ſpirit which had given him ſuch. offence ?.. For 
after. all, the firſt. words which immediately 
follow, viz. Set thou a wicked man over him, 
muſt, according to Dr. Randalph's own rule of 
interpretation, be rendered in the imperative, 


* 


By connecting the two members of this verſe, the verb, 
which is wanting in the firſt member between „e and ον, 
may be ſupplied from the latter; which is a more eaſy con- 
ſtructien, than ſuppoſing the noun to be uſed for the verb. And 
here alſo the P/almi/t's prayer for his enemies is fitly oppoſed to 
their curſing.] David ſpeaks of his own behaviour and their's in 
like manner, P/. xxxv. 11, 12, 13. Falſe witneſſes did riſe up : 
they laid to my charge things that I knew not, They rewardid me 
evil for good, to the ſpoiling of my ſoul. But as for me, when they 
 awere ſich, my clothing was ſackcloth ; I humbled my foul qwith fuß- 
ing; and my prayer returned into mine own boſom, Which laſt 
words, as Pr. Durell juſtly obſerves, in the Hebrew idiom ſigni- 
fy as much as, I prayed from my n viz, in their behalf. G 


* Remarks, p. 118, 
p. 71. 
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1 ] 
that 4s, the imprecatory' form; and then {td 
make uſe of another concefſion of his, which 
however ſeems to come from him with relue- 
tance *) ſince the Future tenſe in the Hebrew 


language is ſometimes uſed for the Optative 


mood, (and it frequently is ſo *) the rules of 
ſound criticiſm will require the remaining 


member of the verſe, and of courſe the ſub- 


ſequent: ones, to be conſtrued: in the ſame 
form, to avoid the abſurdity of disjoining by a 
different conſtruction, without any apparent 
cauſe, ſentences which bear ſuch evident marks 
of connexion and agreement. And thus, Sir, 
fo far from meeting with any difficulty in this 
point in following Dr. Sytes's bypotheſis, we 


are enabled on the contrary to clear up two 


material ones, that ſtill occur in your own; 
and can better account for the diverſity of 


moods and tenſes in the ſame verſe, and the 


ſill more remarkable tranſition of numbers, 
firſt from plural to ſingular, and then to plu- 
ral again, without * ones intimation, than 


p. 84 


One would hardly imagine From, Dr. "Randelps manner of 


expreſüng himſelf, that there is no other direct method of an- 
Houncing the Operative in the firſt and third perſons in Hebrew, 
than by the future tenſe. For the Imperative mood extends on] 
to the ſecond perſon ſingular and plural. And there is a naty- 
ral reaſon for uſing the future tenſe for this purpoſe above any 


other, becauſe <vi/hing properly xeſpets [ptarity alone ; [there 


being no occaſion to wiſh for what i is Preſent, and what is paft 
our wiſhes cannot recal. 


R 
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[ 20 1 ' 
by calling i in the aid of poetical licence, as you 
are forced to do*. 2. You aſk, to what 
, purpoſe David ſhould here give us a long 
« ſtring of curſes uttered by wicked men, for 
% fourteen verſes together, half the length of 
e the Pſalm?” To this, I think, a ſhort an- 
ſwer may be given, and at the ſame time a 
very obvious one; that theſe curſes were the 
very object he had principally in view; an un- 
deniable evidence of the avowed malice. of 
his enemies, and their inclinations to hurt 
him; and an eſpecial ground of his preſent 
application to God for protection againſt the 
rage and cruelty of their perſecution. But, 3. 
the next difficulty that is ſtarted by you is of 
all other the moſt curious. Vou cannot, it 
ſeems, find any reſemblance: between -< the 
< character of the perſon, who is the object 
% of - theſe imprecations, given v. 15-19.“ 
and the character of David. And no marvel 
indeed; for David often complains of the 
falſehood of his enemies, who miſrepreſented 
his character, and loaded it with calumnies, 
for which there was not the leaſt foundation 
of truth. - This is what he urges, v. 5. when 
he fays, They have ſpoken againſt. me with a lying 
tongue; as he had elſewhere obſerved in an- 
other P/alm *, Falſe witneſſes did riſe up; they 
_ to my charge n chat I knew not. Theſe 


1 p. 84. ; 2 22 11. 
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paſſages were under your eye; you had juſt 
quoted them!: and what an inſtance- of inat- 
tention do you afford us, when you ſeriouſly 
objedt notwithſtanding, that this ſcandal; 
„ though it might well ſuit Doeg; is no way 
% applicable to David! But look into the 
hiſtory of David, and you will there find him 
reviled by Shimei, the ſon of Gera, much in 
the ſame ſtile as at preſent. Come out, ſays 
he, come out, thou bloady man, and, thou man of = 
Belial: the Lord hath returned upon thee all the 
blood of the houſe of Saul, in whoſe: Head "thou 
haſt reigned ; alld the Lord hath. eng the 
kingdom into 2 band of Abſalom thy ſon: and,. 
behold, thou art taken in thy miſchief, hays 
thou art a bloody man. There was not a fingle 
man among thoſe who followed David, Who 
was not well convinced of his innocence with 
reſpect to Saul and his houſe: but no one, I 
believe, doubted whether theſe revilings were 
directed at him, becauſe they were by no 
means applicable to his character. There is 
indeed ſuch a ſtriking conformity in more than 
one Inſtance: hy between the wh ar this 


Bl 


Re 25 off 
k.. „ l . „ | 
2 To mention a few only—How well FER er na . 
«© of the Lord's having delivered the Kagdom into the mp | 
of Aſalom, » agree with theſe paſſages | in the Plalm,*'v. 6. St 
' thou a wicked man (his yngracious ſon) over him, apd kt the a 
werſary (he whe now oppoſe 5 him) fland at "bis right band: and v. 
8. Let another tale hir office. Again; : Compare the following 
words, Come out, thou bloody man, and thou man of Belial: the 
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Benijamite and the Imprecations in queſtion; 
and between the circumſtances in which Da⸗ 
vin found himſelf, when he fled from Ag 
An, and thoſe alluded to in the Pam, that tho 
there is no affirming any thing poſitively in 
the matter, I am inclined to think there is 
more likelihood of the Pairs having been 
compoſed with reference to that time and oc- 
_ eafion, than to thoſe, which, miſled by falſe 
appearances, you have aſſigned in your Coms 
meßt. Butz laffly; you ſay, that -“ gt. Peren 
% Hr i. 16, &c. quotes this part of the P/alm 

% as a prophecy, which the Holy Ghoſt i ſpuke 
by: the mouth of David concerning Fudas 
„ whereas, according to the interpretation 
here given, they ate curſes uttered, or ſup+ 
te poſed to be uttered, by a profligate wretch: 
n they are no prophecy, nor ſpoke by tbe 
Hay Gbeſt, nor ever entered into the 


Gerd hath returned upon thee all the i her of the hiuſoof Sdul, in aubof 
rad thou; haft reigned; with what is ſaid, v. 16, Becauſe that he 
remembered nor to ſhe mercy, but perſecuted the poor and needy man, 
bas he might even ay the broken in heart. And it muſt needs be 
ogg hy +9 defcsiption David gives of himſelf, v. 22, 23, 
24, 25. ſyits his gircumfiances much better, when in his old age 
he was forced out of Jeriſalem in haſte, weeping, and weary | 
with fatigue and faſting, and loaded with reproaches ax he paſt | 
along ;, than under any perſecutions he underwent from Saul; 
at which time he was young, luſty, and vigorous, and conſe- 
wo SUS! J 11h} ©.” 4334 1 . 1 * 
vently more able to ſtruggle with difficulties z and though 
Bhs to make their coart to Sauk might join in doing him ill 
as LBS. DIRE ISSN Wy 2 th, 52234 44% J5\® *. 3 | 15 
offices, he ſeems in geneyal to have been rather beloved and pi- 
een W + n aal... | b4 2 
Vel, than reproached and vilified, s. 
N i | cc mouth 


1 
„ mouth, or bart, of, David,” Bat to this 


beg leave to anſwer, firſt, Wat though acy, 
coortling to this interpretation the curſes are 
ſappoſed- to be uttered by ſome profligate 
wWietches, and not to have been originally 
conceivtd in the heart of David; yet, as he 
is hebe undetſtood to repeat them after his 
enemita, they certainly entered into, and came 
laſt from, fis wouth; and if the Holy Gt be 
allowed to have aſſiſted David in the compoſi» 
tion of the whole P/alm, he may fairly be ſaid, 
to have ſpoken this, as well as any other part of 
it, by the mouth of: David. But to aſſert that 
either the Holy Ghoſt intended it as a ptophecy 1 
concerning Judas, ot that St. Peter has quoted | 
it as ſuch, is, I think, begging the queſtion, 
that will not ſo eaſily be granted you, The 


words of St. Peter in the original do not ne- 


ceſſarily imply any ſuch — ; for I may ap- 
peal to yourſelf, whether they might not e- 
qually have been rendered, This Scripture, which 
the Holy Ghoſt pate before by the mouth of David; 
mut needs be fulfilled concerning Fudas * ; ad in 
the manner in which you have quoted them 

from our Engliſb verſion. The difference conſiſts 
only in tae manner of punctuation. - It remains 
: on that we conſider in whe ſenſe we e muſt 7 


* The 1 the N are, IF ates Ta de 
5 bo Weouret To HU. mo 3400 9 ?- a⁷, e. 1 
They are thus pointed in Dr. Mill, N fre 
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A 
eder Rand the aſſertion, that thoſe paſſages of 
Scripture; which are cited by the Apoſtle, mu/t. 


needs have been fulfilled concerning Fudas. Now 
though the fulfilling of a Scripture does ſome- 


times mean the completion of a prediction in 
it's correſponding and primarily intended event; 


it is manifeſt however; as many learned Com- 
mentators and Writers of note have obſerved, 
chat in other places it can only ſignify, that 


fome paſſages, which were written with a very: 


different view, were from an: accidental fimi-! 


larity of circumſtances applicable to the pre- 


ſent purpoſe; It is rather an accommodation: 
of certain words and expreſſions for their na- 


tural aptneſs, than a declaration of any pre- 
conceived purpoſe of allufion in the mind of. 


him who firſt uſed them, or of the Holy Spirit 


n net e A n, Thy w—_ 


* 
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by” PREY _ Maw als Matt. 1. 22. en 66 Ubi FO 
* aliquod veteri ſimile occurrit, dicunt Hebræi YM teh, 
10 ' five, camprobarus e hic vel ille Scripturz locus.“ And Cocceius 
in his Annotations on Excerpt.” Gem. Sanbrd, cap. xi. ſect. 26. 
where it is ſaid, that in the days of the Meſſiah the 'words of. 


| {mos would be fulfilled, ch. iv. 3. renders B2YpRD by galrrires, 


and adds, « Hac formula docerur, verba ſcripturæ, licet de 


«© alia re, perſona, tempore pronuntiata, ad inſtitutum commode 


& applicari poſſe. Ita in Novo Teſtamento ve, »« Ag e as) 
« vegas, alicubi dicitur, quum non hiſtorica aut typica imple- 


tio eſt, ſed etiam quum analogica — Vin' exerpla ? Vide 


6 oY 4 ii. 15, 18, 23, viii. 17. xiii . 35. Job. xii. 38. xiii. 18. 
de xvii. 12, &c. Græcum hoc ex illo Rabbinico accommodandi 
i more fluxiſſe, atque etiam expreſſum eſſe, alienum a veri ſi- 
12 r e * putamus.“ To we let me add 
| the 


L 36 1 
of the word fifilled Pr. Sykes hath, not only 
made appear to have been in uſe with the ſa · 
cred and other writers alſo *, but hath parti- 
cularly ſhewn that ſuch an accommodation 
was all that could be intended in the preſent 
inſtance. For whereas St. Peter hath made 
his citation from two paſſages in the Book of 
Pſalms, in the firſt of them, which is taken 
from P/al. Ixix. it is obſerved, that the words 
© have undergone a conſiderable change, and 
that they are cited in the /ngular number in- 
Nead of the plural. For in the Eſalm it is 
nn. ag Let THEIR 0 217 labi- 


the ods of Biſhop Chandler, in his Defence f Chrifianitn, ch. 
iv. ſect. 1. As to the phraſe, that it may be fulfilled, it doth 
* not always imply, that the event, to which it is referred, was 
the intention of the prgphecy, with which it is compared. 
The old 7ewiþ writers in quoting Scripture often ſay, that 
* it. may be fulfilled, where the text is only accommodated to the 
«© purpoſe ;-or the event darkly intimated is now plainly illuſ- 
« trated; or a fact as truly anſwers the citation, as if the 
citation had been a prophecy of it. In any of theſe caſes, to 

full ſignifies no more than to be true, or to verify, which is 
* indeed the ſenſe of the Hebrew word.” And afterwards 
ſpeaking of Matt. ii. 17, 18. he ſays, The Evangeliſt had it 
* not in his thoughts that Jeremy propheſied there of Herod's 
+ ſlaughter, but that the mourning of the Bethlehemite mothers 
under that loſs was as memorable as that foretold by Jeremy, 
Which therefore became a pattern or emblem of future lamen. 
et tations.— All that St. Matthew meant was, that it was now 
« juſt ſuch another ſorrowful time as it was then. Thus that 
10 ſaying i in Jeremy was again fulfilled, and might be ſaid a hun- 

«« dred times before and ſince to be fulfilled.” 

Introduct. p. xxxiii—xxxv, 


tation 


tation be deſolate; and let none devell in iE in 
_ TENnTs*, From whenceit is evident that the 
P/almiff ſpeaks not of any ſingle perſon, as 
Fudas, but of a number of enemies together, 
more, he ſays, v. 4. than the hairs of bit bead; 
of thoſe, who v. 21. gave him gall for hus meat, 
und in bis thirſt gave him vinegar to drink. 
Which words, if they allude to what haps 
pened to our bleſſed Saviour on the croſs,'de- 
note a fact, in which Jada, who was then 
dead, had no immediate concern. 80 that 
the. before - cited paſſage can be referred to 
Judas no otherwiſe than by way of uma 
modation; and if fo, the latter citation, 
Which is taken from this P/alm; muſt be un- 
derſtood with the ſame kind of limitation, 
But Dr. Randalpb hath taken no notice at all of 
this reaſoning, though it well deſerved to be 
_ conſidered ; but having paſſed i over with the 
moſt contemptuous filence, expects that we 
ſhould take his bare word to the contrary, 


without farther examination. Tis true, if 


there be any force in theſe arguments, his 
_ own hypotheſis is near falling to the ground: 
the main difficulty which he has oppoſed to 


— Sykes's interpretation is anſwered ; and 


| what is worſe, he muſt part with his favorite 
notion of bes, found a type for the be 


© Introd. p. XXXx11, 
His biſhoprick let another 5 AQs i. 20. 


trayer 


eo” 


attempts that have been, made 19 55 
numbex. of prophetic. predlictions ; without. any 


pirticlsr fotice df him in 


1 

ttayer;.of ,0ut Lond. ino the perſb / pf Dutt b 
with, his, fine: ſpun double ſcheme of prophę . 
cy i, and with one af; his..pringipal;greugtsc 
for inferring A fact, ;whigh, he, owns t9, be, no 
Job particularly corded. in ;hiftoryy;.that., 
this, 9 1 of Dau came Jo, a 
an „But let me  admaniſh., this, 

entleman, ho is ſo vnderly MN xipus ale. 
Religion ſhould ſuffer, from the injudigious- 


conduct af its Friends, $9-lay1alighy this rags; 


(if, I may ſo call it) f fmdipg.putdtypes: and 
prophecies, uhere no ſuæh thing, was: gr ing 


. tended- No £ Ons. thipgehathl ever, Ie munh dii- 


ſeryed the cauſe of revealed. truth , ne h 


thing hath ſo much tended to weakenrthe:, 
grand proof of Chriſtianity, which! is derived 


from prophecy, aas tthe mange 


and; idle 


ſohahle foundation; For fim hence — 


| ei 3 of boonv 1094 apa LVL 
Ps 


4% leid, 22 


1's: 80. ere is not de 184 f Ak b deo, ing par 191 | 
pPpliea'th 


be a typs of Vu, which may not equally Be Aby 


other of Ha vids enemies ; ta Abi in partionlat, hg 


of* ee 11 pms $ g e 1 75 — 7 
e 0% Bhi Iv. bat not 
macs Him, as : well as Dad. a type bs chr mi tr Fades? A | 


is_certauily a more ſtriking reſeblange between. their jar 
a th of them betray ed their Maſter and . 
u pen by tte a ac, K e b men 


than can with certainty be proved of Pocg. 


8 .q 4 
tits flo 3 | Adver- 


ierten 5 


1 

i h&th taken occaſion principal 

hold forth to view ſuch only as were eaſy to 
be eonfutedn and to inſihuate, though” cauſes 
leſlyn yet 4 doubt not but to the ſubverſion 
ef Many weak minds; that the remainder, 
which were arkfully kept back from ſight, reſt- 

ed Upon n better $41 And therefore they 
are hot to be blamed, but to be commefded 
rather as (the wiſeſt and beſt friends of true 
Religion who-ſtrenuvuſly endeavour to dif- 
tinguiſh What is really Within the purpoſe of 
Senpture front what is imaginary only; pro- 

vided they proceed with proper caution, ind 
avid giving eee atty raſh and i-adviſed 
deterrfiiintivns: PO 21.5044. Ot 01a HUE) 


: : en * 1 ; 
— 9 12 21 20 * "1 F -4 410 bt 4 289 A «bs 242 


a! 


Bat to es have now, Sir; en 
the polſib 25 of a'folation-of all thoſe mighty 
difficulties,” Which you have collected in ybỹjE 
Note , And Which you have rather too Haſti- | 
ly, I think; pronounced to be nſuper able. 
For I. truſt that, with ſcarce any. other help 
an that of a little attention and common 
ſenſe,” I have found\the means of ſurmounting 
idem. My next gttempt hall be to thew the 
futility of che criticiſm. which. you have . given 
us on the zoth verſe of this P/alm, with which 
you undettake'to demoliſh not only the hypo- 
thefis of Dr. Shes Rüde **. Jprel . d fo 


0 boring es 11 12 3 1113: 


gf 5 1 b 0 
1% A a liſh 
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1 a9 4 
etablith your own.'. What particular reaſons - 
moyed. Dr. Durell to ſuppoſe; that this 2ath 
verſe would turn aut b unfavourable to Pr. 
ters interpretation, I cannot ſay 1 but am 
apt to think that he took it implicitly upon 
7 the credit, and in the ſenſe, of our; Tranſla- 
tors, without giving it a diſtinct and attentive 
conſideration. For in that ſenſe indeed it 
doth, as he ſays, © ſeem to make the compo- 
i ſer of the P/alm the ſpeaker throughout ©,” 

But want of attention to this verſe has not 
been your fault, it is plain, ſinoe you profefs 
to have conſidered it well, and to believe (and 
ſo far I am entirely of your opinion) that this 
verſe does in a great meaſure « determine the 
 « ſenſe of the whole Palm. I agree with you 
| alſo, that the demonſtrative pronoun t 
ſhould be rendered in the) preſent tenſe, Tir 
is, or, Such is; becauſe if it had been deſign- 
ed {till to continue the uſe of the Optative, the 
verb , I doubt not, would have been here 
| expreſſed, as it, or ſome other verb, conſtant- 
ly is in all the foregoing verſes from ver. 5. 
But beyond this I cannot go a ſtep farther 
with you. For though you have juſtly re- 
jected the unſupported authority of our Tranſ- 
lators in the preceding inſtance, you have im- 
WW followed them but Fithavt wean, 4 


1 p. 88. Kc. 4 = s Critical 1 Remark, * „ vt. 
= ink) 


p. 88, 


eur which is bls property," and which he conſented to make over 


of 2WD js capable of it's uſual ſenſe, work, or labour, 
| 597 0 8 „% % ' 13 N a "HR. 


— — —— 
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1 | | = 
0K. 
Think) im rendering the next word PUyp re. 


46rd; in oppoſition 2c all the aneieft verſions, 


- 


and to the general uſe bf the word in the tert 
"of our Bihſes. Nor will the authorities you 
refer tb hear you out in this ſenſe, as will be 
-ſhewn' in the Note underneath *. The word 


Note p. 88. The texts pefetred to by Dr. Randolþb, in order 


io frog b df to ügnify the Mager or Reward of Nord, 
are Er Job vii. 2. Jer. xxl. 13. In thg firſt it is 
. repdered,, The wages (N?yD), of him that is hired ſhall pot abige 
with thet all night until the morning. But this is rather à. para- 
- plraſtic* than! a7literal/tranNlation;! The Yulgare ſtill rentfers, 


Put mercegariy tui. Which is right i fox every free man having a 
Tight of property in his own labour, if you dp ngt, pay an hirg- 


ling for his day's work, you detain from him unjuſtly that 15 
to yon only for à valuable conſideratiqp; fo long therefore as 
. that conſiderajicn, is unpaid, þix awork is truly ſaid to glide avith 
.you ; for it is bix by right till paid for. In Fob vii g. the idea 
of Wages is founded on a mifapprehenifion of the Author's ſenti- 
ment, who had no ſuch thing in view, as is evident from conſi- 


deripg the next verſe, where Jeb complains that he had paſed 


i. ſucceſſion monthy e wanity (that is, in vain expeCtation of rg- 
lief * and that nights of awearine/s had been his conflant ll. The 
firſt of theſe is compared ver: 2. to ANY (the vain hopes of 
-liberty) Which the: bendflawe (12y) gipes after]; the latter tothe 
Solar w (1298) which he expeds as copſtantly as the 
day comes. Ang in this reſpect it is, that Jeb ver. 1, compares 

B days to the days of u hireling, every one bringing it's portion 
of labour and ſorrow along with it. The tranſlation therefore 


ſhould be, 4s 4 fave panteth | for a ſhadow, and an bireling 


wanity, and nights of wearineſs have been allotted me, In the laſt 
inſtüllee For." $545" 134 our Tränſlators have rightly. rendered 
3 wv NJ 1byÞ! and giveth (or payeth) him not for bis work ; fox 


Jooketh for bis. yer 1 have paſſed. in ſucceſſion months 14 


155 dhe verb Por ſignifgs te pay for, ol to recompenſe,, Tee 2 Chron. vi. 


23. Exel. vii. 4. xi. 21. &c. 80 that in all theſe inſtances yy 


pro- 


”y 


21 4 


operly Agnittes 27k; mY 5rd“; 6th 
\ LXX tranſlate Nera ro an 19 
e. Hor Land with this agree the C. 
8 ae and in ſome a "the" Arab, 
| verſions ; not one befide the E 1g! Jih fender it, 
the reed. -L The next werd is ow, which 
our Tranſlators and you have made a Subſtan- | 
tise, whereas it is the Participle preſent of the 
verb Wr, as all the ancient verſions agree; 
and the ſenſe of it is, perſons oppoſe ings, king. 
or ſeeking to Binder the gaod of 'anothier;, for 
which 1 appeal to the ole of the word univet- 
ſally throu ghout the O/d Teftanent, without al 
Exception ?. And from hence it is, that the 
Prince of the fallen angels is emphatically calt- 
ed SATAN, the adverſary", for his avowed op- 
{4 to the will of God, and the we 4 
"being of his creatures. This oppoſition, it is 
true, is uſually exerted by him in the way of 
detraction and calumny, as it alſo was by the 
wicked men who ſet up for adverſaries to 
David; on which account a ſecondary 136, 
has been annexed to the word, bien the 
LXX, Vulgate, Arabic, and Elli pit yerfioris 


„The l is thrice uſed beſides in this Fal, ver. 4. 6. av. | 
in the ſenſe of being an adver/ary or otpefing.. Seg alſo Nunp, 
xXxji. 22, 32. 1 Sam. xxix. 4. 2 Sam. xix. 22. 1 Kings v. 1 
14, 23, 25. Eſal. xxxvili. 20. Ixxi. 13. Zeeb. il. 1. In one 
place only, | Ezra iv. 6. D is rendered au accuſation ; but 
| Ought rather to have been a remonſtrance, or letter written to hin- 
a the building of Jeruſalem; as is evident on inſpection. 

{+4 dee Job ch, i. & i. Zech. iii. I, 2. 


have 


16 2 J 


; 6mply. expreſſed, ren dabamerror, 

| aye, on hunt, to . excluſion of the Oy 
Ine. Pr. Randolph has carried this ſtill far- 
ther, and,underſtands a farmal_Accuſer or A- 
2271 in a Court of Judicature But 1 ſhall 
'beg lente wich the Syriac and Chaldee verſions, 
38 well as our own, t0 retain the primary and 
moſt proper fignification of the word, and o 
render the paſſage ,thus---Suph is the wort, gr 
 Frafiice, of theſe who oppaſe, or ſeek 10 inter. 
me- rand the next words, duly attended to, 


1 vl explain what was the good or advantage, 


_ .wbich David's enemies ſought to obſtruct him 
In. But here, Sir, I myſt confeſs,” I ſhall 

Aiffer not only from you, but from all the an- 
cient verſions, and from all the Commenta- 
tors, as far as I know, who. haye ever touch- 
ed upon the ſubject. However, beſore I of- 
fer my reaſons for this ſingularity of opinion, 
I would firſt of all remark, that theſe verſions 
and / Commentators are by no means agreed 
among themſelves in interpreting the words 
MM hep, which ſome conſtruct with the 
b word immediately preceding, and render, ap- 
Poe or Nander me ſo the Lord, apud Dominum ; 
the Syriac ſimply tranſlate, oppoſe the Lord; 
- whilſt others refer to the word pyp, as you 
do, and render, work, or reward, from the 

Lord, a Domino, But the e which 


L Þ 
Dam about to propoſe, 'oecurted-to me from 
conſiulering what reaſon: there could be for 
uſing the double prepoſitiun Pu, when on 
might have ſuſſiced ; für I am inclined t 
think that this ſeldom} if ever happens with 
out cauſe . And here Ĩ could not hut obſerve 
the particular uſe of the , hen prefixed td 
verbs in the Hinitive mood, ſo as to give 
them a Gerumdive kind of fignification, as: 
Hum being or doing. or, rat it bon nor be} 
S ; and that the Hyninvr verb qm was 
ſomnetimies utiderſtdod, ſo that the ; came td 
be prefixed ta fome other! word in tlie | ſane 
ſenſe,” of which takd the enamples teferred to 
in the Note As this uſe of the g 
ly ſuited the preoeding verb, i oppofing or Hin 
dening, it was natural to enquire Whether the 
words wm. yt might not (denote! ſome ſpv- 
eiab benefit; which Dadid's eneinies mi 
ſcek to birder. bim from.” And it inſtantiß 
eccurred, that they might ſignify 407th or 
before the Lord, in the ſenſe of enjoying bis 
A ; ſo Enoch and Noah are both fad, a. | 
1 

see Gen, hits 24 * 8. W ae . Phe xxxiv. rg 
$xxict/” I. Parl. xx, 15. Kc. 

t Compare 1 Sam. Xv. 23. ee 26. in the firſt ied. 
its Pm N, in the latter the verb is expreſſed; BU 
ph N - Ses allo's Kings xv. 13. Eſal. x xiii. 4. eonipas 

0 with Jer, Kuni. 24. ai. vii. 8. W 195 ü ww 
425 Kc. 2 
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have! watted abiti * Gad inert nol 
enjoyed: his | favour® for tor fland bgfurr di to 
converſe wth; a great Prince;oriPerſonage is in 
Scripture language often 'uſed for to: be in bis 
Favor ; none but thoſe: who were ſd 
ever almittedantoithe preſenceof ſuch a one 
By this means I ſeem to have traced out a very 
EA and J cannot but think the true 
ſenſe, of the: paſſuge, which all iogerher may 
de thus tendered, Sach is the practice of th 
wha oppoſe, or ſeek:to. binder me from being bifare 
(ar in favour wwth)' rhe Lords. and of thoſe whoy 
&c. I ſhall leave it to the kearnedand impartial 
reader td judge how far Lim right in my re- 
marks upen this verſe ; ;and fuppofing them to 
be juſt, which interpretation is maoſt favoured! 
by it; that given by Dr: Randalp/g:or the othet 

for which I gantend- Suffer me likewiſe dee 
te anelhenuspyel ta the ſubſequent con- 
ow ene infer arg ſer\forth. the malice 
10 8 (ligan 3071 fr 1:01. Ton 


cn BY v. 22, 34. vi. 9 80 Bat. ak 11. M4 axl. is. 
155 1 | thy Preſence or en thy face i is e in the ſame, 
E. 1 | » 


* So when Joſe 2 beende Phar aohꝰs favourite, it is ſaid, that 
he Hod before Pharaoh, Gen, x11. 46. And ch. xliii. 3, 5. Je 
threatens his brethren with his diſpleaſure in theſe terms, Ye 
Hall not ſee n face, exrapt your Brother be with. vn. And: it is 
_ remarkable, that When Abaſuerus gave ſigns. of his being offended; 
wich. Hamas, the attendants inſtantly. covered bis, Face, that che 


might no longer ook upon the Prince, whoſe, ſavoar he had 
forfeited. Efth. vii. 8. | 


F „ 
—_ —_ 
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of his adverſaries in the manner I have ex- 


plained, how naturally does David again have 
tecourſe to God in prayer, and in the verſe 
immediately following beſeech him to deal 
with him according to the goodneſs of his 
own nature, and not according to their ſpite- 
ful and wicked imprecations ? But do thou, O 
Feliovab my Lord, deal with me according to thy 
name : becauſe thy mercy is good, deliver thou 
me. And again at the 28th verſe, how mani- 
feſtly does he allude to the curſes before re- 
NT when he ſays, Let them, or, Though 
they curſe, yet do thou bleſs ; when they 1 1 5 
175 them be aſbamed; but let thy ſervant rejoice, 
viz. in thy favour ? In ſhort, the whole upon 
this plan is rendered eaſy and natural ; we find 
an admirable connexion and dependency 
throughout the P/alm from beginning to end; 

and are put to no ſhifts, either to account for 
ſoleciſms and irregularities in the expreſſion, 
or to reconcile the matter to our notions of 
what is becoming the character of a good 
man, and out ſentiments of Religion. You, 
Sir, perhaps may ſtill inſiſt upon an anſwer to 
your queſtion, Why, if the two laſt verſes are 
te to be underſtood in the future tenſe, as they 
„ are rendered in our Eng/þ tranſlation, 
„ ſhould we not render the reſt of the P/alm 
er in the ſame tenſe “ And for the juſtifi- 


p. 92. 


E cation 
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cation of our Tranſlators, who in this point 
| have ſhewn their good ſenſe and diſcernment, 
1 will venture to give you one. The former 

part is a prayer, including a recital of thoſe 
imprecations, which were the immediate oc- 
caſion of it. But the two laſt verſes expreſs 
the P/almift's faith and confidence that God 
would hear him, and give him cauſe to praiſe 
him for his deliverance ; together with the 
grounds of ſuch confidence, built not on any 
immediate prophetic foreſight, but on a ge- 
neral aſſurance, ſuch as his own reaſon might 
teach him, that God would ever declare Tk 
ſelf the patron and protector of oppreſſed in- 
nocence *. And this faith is no other than 
| what every truly religious man is, and ought 

io be, poſſeſſed with, when he offers up his 
addreſſes to the Supreme Being ; for without 
it his prayers would not be accepted. But I 
need not inform one ſo well acquainted as Dr. 
Randolph is with the Duty and Reaſons of 
Prayer, that no individual is for that reaſon 
leſs obliged to make ſupplication to God for 
thoſe bleflings, which he believes the good- 
neſs of his nature would otherwiſe diſpoſe biga 
to grant. 


z Fer ke hall, or «vill, fand at the right hand of the poor to fave | 
him from-the judges of his Soul, or Life; thofe who would ſentence 
him to death, v. 31, 


And 


tay 


And now, Sir, having beftowed ſo much 
pains on correcting your errors, partly to con- 
vince you that a perſon ought not to be e- 
vere upon others, who ſtands in ſuch need of 
indulgence himſelf ; give me leave to offer a 


few words in juſtification of, or at leaſt in ex- 
cuſe for, my Friend. And for this purpoſe 

nothing more will be neceſſary than a plain 
ſimple narrative of matter of fact. The good 
Principal (from the bottom of my heart I call 
him ſo *) had obſerved, as many other wile 
and good men had done before him, with a 
mixture of ſurpriſe and horror, the bitter im- 
precations, which upon the face of the Hebrew 
Text, eſtabliſhed by the concurrence of all 
the ancient verſions, and moſt of the Com- 
mentators beſides, ſeemed to come from the 
mouth of David, the man after God's own 
heart, and ſuppoſed to act under the influence 

of divine inſpiration, He had conſulted the 

writings of learned men, and conſidered the 
ſolutions which had been offered by them on 
this difficult point, but without meeting the 


ſatisfaction he deſired ; although he confeſſes 


| ſome of them to be ſuch as he heartily wiſber 
he could have acquieſced in. Perhaps one 


Our good Principal is an expreſſion made uſe of by Dr. Ran- 
dulib, p. 74. and again p. 78. but with what intention he beſt 
knows; I judge no man's thoughts. 
d Crit. Remarks, p. 179. | 
prin- 
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principal cauſe of his miſtake might be, that 


he ſought for ſome general interpretation, 
which would ſuit in all caſes; whereas he 


Would have been more likely to ſucceed, if he 


had conſidered each Pjalm ſeparately and by 
itſelf, and endeavoured to account for what 
he faund-there according to the ag pray 
of i it J diſtin& hn rene „ Worked! 


EI am far from m ſaying that Dr, Randolph? 5 of i interprets- 
tion will hold good in no caſe; but I think him rather unfor- 
tunate in the two inftances to which he has applied it. In P/al. lv. 
which in all likelihood was compoſed, as he ſays, during the 
time of Alſalom's rebellion, he cites the 16th verſe as a moſt hox- 
rid i 1mprecation according to our tranſlation; and to take off the 


| Horror of it, obſerves, what every Tyro in Hebrew before knew, 
that ut ſignifies not Hell, the place of the damned, but only 


the Grave, or Man/ion of departed Souls. Here he might have 
ſtopped ; for the imprecation then becomes no more than a 
prayer that God awould cut off his inveterate enemies by a ſpeedy death 3 
which Dr. Randolph, p. 77, allows to be a /awfut one; and in 
David's circumſtances it muſt be particularly /, when the fall 
of the principal Conſpirators i in battle was the moſt natural and 
apparent means of bringing back his revolted people to their al- 


| legiance. 1 ſee therefore no cauſe why this may not be admitted 


to ſtand as a prayer as well as ver. 9. nor need the remaining part 
be forced into a prehbecy; ſincę it is clearly nothing more than 
2 ſimple declaration of David's truſt (with which he uſually 
concludes the prayers offered by him in his diftreſs, as may be 
ſeen in what has been juſt now ſaid, p. 26. on the concluding 


yerſes of P/gl. cix) that God would hear him, and avenge him 


of his enemies ; gathered from his paſt experience of the divine 


goodneſs to him, v. 18. and the conſideration of thoſe Judgments, 


Which uſually oyertogk bloody and deceitful men, v. 24 


Nec Deus interſit, viſi dignus vindice nodus 
 diciderit—— Hos, Art. Poet. 


ali | ever 


+] 


eyer at the impiety of aſcribing to God fens 
timents which the benignity of his own nas 
ture taught him to look upon with abhor- 
rence, and reſolved not to impyte ſuch un- 
righteouſneſs to his Maker, he choſe rather 
to charge David himſelf with the guilt of his 
own maledictions, and to ſuppoſe him on 
| ſuch occaſions led aſide by the infirmity of 
human nature, and not under the controul of = 
the divine impulſe. In this opinion nevertheleſs | 

he is far from appearing poſitive 3 it is only 
the moſt probable, the beſt account that ſuggeſt= 
ed itſelf to him“; and he plainly ſhews that 
he would thankfully accept the aſſiſtance of 
any one, who in a friendy manner would 
point out to him a ſurer way of extricating 
himſelf out of his difficulties. If therefore 
he hath contributed to blacken the character 
of good King David, it was unwillingly, and 

not ſo much through” his own fault, as the 
fault of thoſe, who before him had aſcribed 


the ſelf-ſame crimes to David, but with the 


horrid. aggrayation of making God an accom- 
plice in the guilt of them. Or if he hath 
in any degree weakened the authority of Scrip- 
ture, (of which I am ſure he is not aware) 
it was from a pure zeal for the honour of it's 
divine Author, and to Preſerve the credit or _ 


* Critic. Remarks, p. 179. 
y P- 70, 78. : aq 7 » A | 
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gion; untainted with reproach. - Thus even 
bis errors, Whether real or ſuppoſed, are ſuch 


as flowed from the goodneſs of his heart, and 
| beſpeak a mind deeply tinctured with ſenti- 
ments of the moſt virtuous and religious na- 


ture. Let Dr. Randolph lay his hand upon his 
heart, and aſk, himſelf ah he can be ſure 
of having acted upon principles equally pious 


and blameleſs. I queſtion not, Sir, the inte» 


grity of your intentions ; but even had your 


opinions been ſtill more orthodox and juſt than 
they are, it had been well if you had announ- 
ced them with the ſame ſpirit of e Wk | 
| vets and ee, = bo 


3 n is matia, this point 8 as Dr. Du- 
rell has the misfortune. to diſpleaſe you. © His 


** notions concerning the Book of Jab, and the 
« time when it was written, have, you humbly 


e think, been fully confuted by Mr. Peters, and 
* the preſent worthy Biſhop of Oxford *. ” But 


ſince you give it as yaur humble opinion only, 


unſupported by arguments, the world is ſtill 
left free to judge as they did before. The 


Principal is well known to have a great re- 


ſpect for the authorities you mention; nor do 


I know that he has controverted their ſenti- 


ments with regard to the general argument 


and deſign of the Book. Whether Jab was a 


b p. 70. 7 d 
real 


u 5 
real perſonage or not, he hath indeed pros 
hath left it fo, after touching upon ſome ar 
guments offered on both ſides of the queſtion, 
without deciding abſolutely in favour of either®. 
And as for the date of the compoſition, in reſpe& 
of which he hath chanced to think differently 
from thoſe excellent writers, he hath affigned 
his reaſons for ſuch diflent *; reaſons which, 
though to you they may appear unſatisfaQtory, 
have influenced the judgment of others, men 
of no inconſiderable name and eminence in the 
learned world *. But in a matter of this fort; 
why ſhould not every man be left freely to 
enjoy his own ſentiments ? For whether the 
Book of Fob be a true hiſtory, or a poetic 
fiction; whether written by Job himſelf, or 
by ſome other perſon ; whether it's date be 
from the days of Abraham, Moſes, or the Ba- 
 byloniſh captivity ; all this ſeems to be mere 
matter of curioſity, not eaſy to be aſcertained 
at theſe times, and ſcarce worth a diſpute, 
whilſt no one offers to call in queſtion it's di- 
vine original |; and it is on all hands allowed 


Crit. Remarks, p. 67. ont. Remarks, p. 68. 

* Grotius, Codurcus, Warburton, and others, have drawn the 
| like concluſion from their obſervation of the language, mals 
 runierous alluſions to the books of the Fewyh Canon. | 
Len bac ſeripfit valide ſupervacue puierirur, an 


Abri ae bann, ſalliur croditur. _ Greg, * „n. va 
— 


to 


OE 
* abdund with the ſublimeſt imagery, hs 
moſt exalted ſentiments, and a variety of the 
moſt uſeful. and inſtructive leſſons. — 


But what Dr. Durelbs friends have moſt 
. to reſent from you, is the very unfair 
and unjuſtiflable inference you have drawn, 
that he has © uncanonized the greateſt part 
of the Old Teftament,” and that « none of 
« the books he has commented upon are 
% in his opinion prophetical, and conſe- 
% quently not written by 2% divine impulſe, 
« excepting only the P/a/ms, and but a very 
. ſmall part even of them *.“ Surely, Sir, this 
is aggravating matters with a vengeance, and 
arguing much more in the ſtile of a malicious 
than a friendly adverſary, Both the fact and 
the concluſion are falſe. He hath not anca- 
nonixed any part of the Old Teftament ; nor hath 
he given you any reaſon to conclude, that he 
books he hath commented upon are not conſidered 
by him as of divine inſpiration, unleſs it may be 
the Song of Solomon perhaps, concerning which 
many other well affected Chriſtians have enter- 
tained ſerious doubts". The words from which 


. 
* What opinion the Compilers 40 our 1 entrained of 


_ this Book ſeems evident from this, that, though out of com- 
plaiſance to antiquity they have left it where they found it, they 
have not directed the leaſt portion or particle of it to be read in 
the public ſervice of our Church. And happy would it have 
been, had other writers on religious ſubjects proceeded with the 
ſame circumſpection and reſerve, For want of which, we find 
| derived 


EFF 

you have drawn this concluſion imply no n 
matter. Dr. Dayell hath indeed offered it as 
his opitiion, that God Almighty (ebough In a "pay = 
Hiotlar fenſe the God of Abraham and his of ipring) 
did not interpoſe by his. grate, or act upon the min 
of bis petnbiar people, not even of their prophets, 
in an extraordinary manner, except when ht 
wouchſafed to ſuggeſt fome future event, or a 
other circumſtance that might be for the public 
benefit of mankind.” In all other reſpetts (he ap- 
prekends) they were left to the full exerciſs of 
their freewill, without controul of the divine in- 
pulſe . In obſerving upon which words you 
fetch a ſtrange compaſs, in order to prove that 
| God did vouchſafe his ordinary grace to go 
men who lived before the appearance of Chriſt in 
_ the fleſh® ; which Dr. Durell, J am perſuaded, 
has not denied, nor can well be underſtood to 
deny ; unleſs you are one of thoſe, (which I 
am very ſure you ate not) who think that the 

exerciſe of freewill and the influence of fuch of = 
dinary grace are incompatible. It is the inter- 
_ poſition of his grace, or his acting upon the 
mind of his people or his prophets, in an 


devived from this fountain FOO and introduced on the moſt 


ſolemn oceafions, ſuch wild flights of enthuſiaſtic nonſenſe and 
myſtic extravagance, as no ſober ſenſible Chriſtian can think of 
withqut pain far the deluſion. 
Critical Remarks, p. 179. 
7 p-. 72, 73. 5 


5 extra- 


as h 5 a 


rraordinary manner only, which Dr. Durell 
ſuppoſes might at times be ſuſpended ; but he 
 expreſsly adds, © except when he ſuggeſted 
«« ſome future event, or any other Circumſtance 
e that mig ht be for the public benefit of man- 
Which laſt. 6g are ſuch. as, I 

4 any candid interpreter might have ex- 
tended, ſo as to cut off almoſt any poſſibility 
of offence. But it is you, Sir, that in my 
opinion ſeem to caſt the ſevereſt reflexion on 
| thoſe books of the Od T. eftament, which are 
not, ſtrictly ſpeaking, propbetical or predictive 
of future events, when you ſuppoſe them to 
contain no circumſtance that may be for the pub- 
lic benefit of mankind a. What, Sir? Is not 
the truth of hiſtory, of that hiſtory eſpecially, 
which relates the various diſpenſations of God's 
providence towards his choſen people and their 
progenitors ;--are not the great doctrinal points 


of Religion, which are taught in ſome of 


theſe books, and the leſſons and rules of moral 
and religious conduct, which are profeſſedly 
 inculcated in others, together with the ex- 
amples of pious and good men, which are al- 
moſt every where interſperſed ;--or are not thoſe 
perfect models of pure and animated devotion, 


thoſe fervent breathings of the ſoul to God in 


2 This ſuppoſition is involved in the courſe of Dr. Randolph's 
argument; I hope he does not really think any ſuch thing. 


prayer 


1 35 J 


prayer, and thoſe elevated ſtrains of rapturokis 
gratitude and praiſe for the divine mercies, 
both public and private;--are not cheſe circum- 
ſtances, which, though unmixed with * 
tions and prophecies, tend to the public utili- 
ty and benefit of mankind? If they are, and 
Dr. Durell, J am' poſitive, would think them 
ſo, which of the books of the Old T. ftament 
can you then ſay that he hath de graded from 
the Canon of holy Writ, or dercgeted from | 
it's claim of divine original, except only, 
as was before obſerved, the Song of Solomon, 
which, if not allowed it's myſtical and allego- 
rical ſenſe, will on any other footing ſcarce 
be able to make out a title either to Public uti- 
lity or divine inſpiration? Away then with this 
idle talk about ol Songs *, and ſuch like de- 
| baſing expreſſions, which prophane the majeſ- 
ty of the ſubject you are treating of, and ire 
highly unbecoming both your own character, 
and the character of the perſon whoſe ſenti- 
ments you criticiſe! Dr. Durell is far from 


allowing himſelf to ſpeak or think with the 1 


leaſt degree of ſlight or irteverence of what- 
ever has the moſt diſtant appearance of coming 
from God ; but if he has conceived it poſſible 
that the uſual meſſengers of the divine will 
may on ſome occaſions appear diveſted of their 
high and extraordinary character, and both 


pi. 74. 
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ſpeak. and act with the paſſions and N 
of. ordinary; men, who can take upon h 


ſay he is altogether, in the wrong ? For can 101 


think that Jena was then inſpired, when in 
a fit of ſullenneſs he expoſtulated with God 
for his mercy in ſparing the NMinevites ? Or, 


to come. ſome what nearer to the point, was 


the Pr ophet Ne at that time actuated 
by the fropulle af the Holy Ghoſt, een, he 
impatiently upbraids God for having falſified 
his word to him, and with great bitterneſs 
curſes. the hour and the. inſtruments of his 
birth *?, In like manner had King Dauid ac- 


tually pronounced thoſe ſhocking imprecations 
in his own perſon, and in the ſenſe uſually 
d. to them, (Which I verily think he did 
Wore! 


could, no more have believed the Spirit 


; 2 God to have concurred in ſuch wngraciaus 


entiments, than in any other wygragious., aff 
"of his, with which he ſometimes ſullied the 


luſtre of a L great and good in the 
main, but not. wholly Perser $99 tek 


"COIL $5 


” Janaki. ch EK A 3 
2 Jerem, xx. 7, 14. 15, c. The diſimulat ion of Peter and 
Barnabas. at Artiach, ſd openly reproved by St. Paul, Gal. ii. 
41, Kc. I take to he another inſſance in point—! would nut be 
He to deny, that a Prophet (as Jeremiah 1 in the caſe now w- 

ited) might be Zivinely directed to record, what he conceived 
and fake only as a common man ; nor does it appear. that Dr. 


| Durell Was of a, different, opinion. Uſeful inſtruction may be 


drawn from the frailties of the beſt of men, as well as from what 
is found good 1 in them, and worthy of imitation, 2 
| | | able, 


„ * 4 t 
„ 5 4 
- 


* 


L * ] 


able..---But: here again you. will 'cry out 
If this be the caſe, how ſhall we bo able to 
« diſtinguiſh certainly between the word of 
| 7 Gad, and the words and conceptions of mere 
<< -una/iiſted men?” But be not alarmed, Sir s 
for neither here hath God left himſelf wholly 
without witneſs, He hath enjoined us to 75 
and examine the Spirits; and undoubtedly he 
hath not left us deſtitute of the means — do- 
ing ſo; of thoſe, means, I ſay, whereby the 
inſpiration of Scripture in general hath been af- 
certained to us, and which may equally be 
applied to the diſcernment. of any particular 
part of it. Whatever in the Sacred Writinga 
is found evidently good in itſelf and worthy of 
_ God, that we may ſafely venture to acknow- 
ledge as coming from him 7. N Ha if there be 


5%£4 


vp. 73. * 1 Jobn iv. 1. pond 5 
This rule of judging according to the tendeney of a dvArlie; 
awhether it tomes from God; is no new one, but expreſsly preſcribed 
both in the Law and the Goſpel. In Deut. xiii. 1, &c. if a Pro- 
phet taught any d6Qrine to the encouragement of idolatrous 
practices, even though he confirmed it by miracles, both the 
doQrine and it's author were liable to condemnation. - And 
when St, John in his fiirſt Epiſtle, ch. iv, 1, &c. directed the 
_ Chriſtians of his time to ?ry the ſpirits, he alſo furniſhed them 
with this teſt, Every. ſpirit that confeſſeth not that Jeſus Chrift i is 
come in the fleſh is not of Cod. And St. Paul declares, Gal. i i. 8. 
Though we or an angel from heaven preach any other goſpel unto JOU. 
than that which we have preached unto you, (meaning the doctrine 
of redemption by the free grace of God in Chrift Jeſas only) lee 
him be accurſed. But God can no more deny himſelf in requiring, 
what is inconſiſtent with his moral perfections of goodneſs, juſ- 
tice pad holineſs, than he can n give his glory to anether, or com- 


miſſion 


l 
any thing that appears of a doubtful nature, it 


a cloſe application of thoſe: faculties of reaſon 
and underſtanding, which God hath given us, 
and which ſome of us are in a particular man- 
ner called upon to improve, for theſe and the 
like purpoſes. This if we do with an honeſt 
and unprejudiced mind, ſincerely defirous to 
know his will, in order to practiſe it, God will 
not fail to make it known to us , and will en- 
able us to diſtinguiſh, in all Waterisl points at 
leaſt, between what a prophet hath pen 

of” bis own heart, and what he hath COT 
in virtue og his > 294 ra miſſion. Pas 


"3 Y 


"ha now, Sir, give me e to cönelnse 


with aſſuring you, that the perſon, who bas 
taken the liberty of expoſtulating thus with 


you, is one who means you no manner of diſ- 
reſpe& or illwill. He has not indeed the ho- 
nour of claiming you for his Friend, but is 


ready to acknowledge in you too the character 


of a as and good man, . perhaps 


miſſion any one to n in oppoſition to TD. revealed, eraths of 


his, Go/pel. But ftill theſe are general maxims only; and for the 


application of them in the diſcernment of particular caſes, we are 
left to the guidance and direction of our own improved under flandd 


Ings. 


® If any man will ds bis will, be Hall 8 of the dearine, . 


tber it be of God. John vii. 7. 


(pardon 


is our duty to conſider it attentively, and eh 


therefore I humbly hope you will excuſe me, 


l 39. } „ 
(pardon the freedom) a little too poſitive and 


dogmatical in your opinions, and abundantly. 


too haſty and harſh/in your cenſures.#4 Theſe 


it may be are conſtitutional infirmities, and 


moſt certainly.would never haye been anim- 


adverted upon by me, had I not found you 


led by them into unhandſome and unmerited 


reflexions upon the man I love; or even had 
he been nearer at hand, as in truth he is better 


qualified, to vindicate himſelf. If I ſhould chance 
to have expreſſed elf with any degree of 
ſharpneſs, (though T truſt 1 have not greatly 
treſpaſſed in this particular) it is the nature of 


the provocation given, and the warmth of my 


feelings, that muſt excuſe me. On ſuch a 


ſubject, I confeſs, I am no philoſopher, nor 
doll pretend to have taken up the pen with 
phlegmatic coolneſs and indifference. It is 
not however on this account that I have for- 
born to give you my name; but leſt it ſhould be 


thought vanity and oſtentation in me to oppoſe 
one ſo inconſiderable in literature as mine to an 
Author of your approved and eſtabliſhed repu- 
tation. Perhaps alſo 1 might juſtly fear, leſt 
the comparative feebleneſs of the advocate 


| ſhould create prejudice againſt a cauſe, which 


I had much rather ſhould be tried fairly at the 
bar of Reaſon, by weight of argument, and 
not of authority. For theſe conſiderations 


ir 
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